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9 it A1VES al OVerVIeWw OVCT DOSIt1ONS (JI1 the —  O A LNOITIC n-depth discussiıon of methodology. 1o
or1g1ın of the book and ng in I Y VIEW Argucs that repecat what saıd at the OUTSCL, the quest1Ons raised
the value of the MCSSAYC of A book lıke thıs does NOLT here ArC real nd they ıll NOT AWdY, but the PresCchtL
depend ON Its date authorship. However, the VOICE book 15 only modest contribution the debate Sre
of those who On  2 SE  C  € that Deuteronomy 15 OMMC- 15 index of authors
what CVCIM combinatıon of old and elements’ Pieter ALLEMAN
(88) 15 NOLT ear Chapter Hays others) eals Spurgeon’s Gollegewiıth unfulfilled prophecy and defends the exIistence of
NUMECTrOUS Vatıcınıa EDENEMN ın the ıble The Argu-
MmMent 15 almost sımple Sayıng that because ind

1011Ca Interpretation ın the Early Chriıstianvatıcınıd EDENEYU AMONS other NnatıOns, they 88 also
EXISt 1ın srael, and LMOTCOVC be acceptable. The Book of Gospels AT The Gospel of Luke
Daniel 15 discussed wıthout anı Y attention LO the VIEWS Library of New Testament Studies 276
of those who U: that the book does NOT ate from Thomas Hatinathe second CENLUrY hıs 15 the chapter least
because of Its sımplistıc reasonıing. London, New York ar‘ 2010, X11 228

Chapter (Ansberry three others) 15 OM pseudep1g- pp:, hb., £65; ISBN 9278-0-567-03309-3
raphy In Ot of the 1  ©, and discusses the Pen- UMMARYtateuch, salah, John’s Gospel and the Pauline O!  u
TIhe authors A probably right Sa V that before the The volume offers eleven C Sdy> Varlous of the

USE of the Old lestament In | uke’s Gospel. The authors USEeHellenistic per1od the authorship of W as hardly al
Varlous methods and approac the ubject from ınNerenISSUEC, hence the anOonymıty of much of the Old Testa-

mMent Valı DOINtS ATIC being made here. Yet the ArUu- angles. The book IS representative SUTMTIATy of Current
scholarship L uke’s USEe of Scripture, but IS not COMDTE-mentatıon ıIn the chapter 15 often weak: the Pentateuch hensive and does noTt present synthesis 5 comparisonwhole hardly claıms Mosaıc authorshıp and there-

fore Can hardly be used AaAn example of pseudepigraphy. ith other WdYy> of of the Old Testament In the New.
(Ince agaın ecritical hypotheses ATC sımply accepted RESUMEFE
facts Aa the conclusıon °“that the aCCCePLANCE of pseude- Cet OUVTaAsEC COMDOSC de ONZe contributions raıtan
DIgraphY pseudonymıty ın the 1DI1Ca canon’ 15 NOT de divers de |’usage de ’Ancien JTestament dans
“outsıde the boundariıes of  rıstıan orthodoxy’ (F57) 15 l’Evangile de CC L es auteurs etiftent diverses

predictable and inevıtable It 15 UNCONVINCINS. methodes eTt abordent e sujet SOUS des angles differents
Wıth chapter (JIl Jesus Hays OC other) the s donnent alnsı bon dDETICU de Bl  etat actue| de 1a

changes: the probability of miracles 1S defended and the
virgıin Irt. 15 SCCH viıital element of the AIl (174)

recherche SUr |’usage Iucanien de ’Ecriture. L ouvrage
est cependant DdS exhaustif el n’offre DaS de tentatiıveu  enly (at least for the present reader) °the wItnNess of de synthese al de Comparalson VEeC Ia facon dont d’autresScripture nd the apostles’ (164 15 taken d authorita-

tive. Chapter (by others) deals wıth the Paul of auteurs du OUVEeau Testament utilisent l„’Ancien.
ASSUNGCts and the Paul of the pistles from chronological

well A theological perspective. IThe FAaNSC of lıtera- L Der Band ı mfasst elf Aufsätze mit unterschiedlichen
used 15 disappointing; Raılıner Rıesner 15 Just OMNNC of spekten zu eDrauc des Alten JTestaments Im | ukas-

the who ATrC MISSINS. Finally 1ın chapter the evangelium. DIIS Autoren edienen sich verschiedener
editors estTate the book’s plea for AaAn attıtude of faıthful Methoden und nähern sich dem Thema AUuUs unterschied-
eriticısm. For thıs reader. their pOosıtıve words could NOT iıchen Blickwinkeln. | J)as Buch stellt Ine repräsentative
take AWAV the feeling ofdisappointment about the prev1- Zusammenfassung der gegenwärtigen Forschung zu
(JUS e1g chapters. Iukanischen eDrauc der Heiligen Schrift dar, doch

Ihe book would have been IMOTC attractıve and Ist nıcht ıımfassend und hietet weder ıne Synthese noch
potentially INOTC CONVINCINS if the INalıy contributors eınen Vergleich mit anderen Möglichkeiten, wWwIıEe das Ite
had entered INnto discussions wıth ach other. Rather Jlestament Im Neuen verwendet wird
than multi-author chapters 1n un1ıson 1E spend much
tiıme reproducing what critical scholarship SdyS and
which In the en A1VE Just OMNC VIEW, It WOULU be z00d IThe present book 15 volume three ın ive-volume ser1es

have STatements of alternatıve DO1INtTS of view OllOWwe: ON the interpretation of Scripture ıIn the four canonıcal
by discussions. Another Omı1ssıon 15 anYy interaction wiıth gospels and the extracanonıcal gospels (The Gospel of
how other evangelıcals such the members of the TIyn- atthew, LNTS 310, 2008; The Gospel of Mark, EINIES
dale Fellowship, the Fellowship of European vangelı- 304, 2006 CIr a1m 1s °to sıtuate the CHrTrTreNTt of
cal Iheologians and the Evangelica Theological Society research and CO advance OUTr understandıng of the func-
handle the 1SSUES Al stake rather than A reıteration t1on of ern Scripture and theır tradıtıons

well-known erıtical hypotheses WOULU have 1n the narratıve nd sOCIO-rel1g10us NTEXTS of early
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Christian ospels. Though methodologically TOA| the Further CSa VS M1g have addressed the of the
serl1es a1MmMs rdge the CONCETNS of narratıve, sOc1al- Old JTestament ın Luke and (including the cantıcles
scientific, and hıstorıical ecr1t1cs’ VIL) nd the V Semitisms) and the an genealogy. In

Ihe introductory by the editor, ‘Complexity of 1eW of theuofLuke’s gospel Ar volume OMNC of
Contexts nd the tudy of Luke’s Use of Scripture’, SCTS volumes, It would also have been interesting CO relate
the Lukan of Scripture ıIn the wıder of Lukan the of the Old Testament ın the Gospel that of
studies. It ollows three maJjor trends, namely historical, Acts; for SULPVCY SUe, Rusam, Das Ite Testament beı
theologica and lıterary QUCSES. hıle this 15 helpful ukas, BZNW 1292 Berlın N New York de Gruyter,
SULPVCY of Lukan studıies, the signıficance of the of 2003; Sen. INY FEVIEW ın Novrum Testamentum 2005the (Old Testament ın each trend 15 NOL sufhcıently clear
11OT what the 1SSUES ATrC In Current research. It might Iso

309—3 P2Z) It hould also be noted that A FeCEeETH etaıle:
monograph has persuasively argued that the Lukan DasSshave been helpful SUPVCV the Varıous LYypCS of of SION narratıve and 1Itfs interpretation K of JesusScripture ın the Gospel.

The CSa yd In the volume AL erbury, OFA
ATC heavıly infiluenced by the sufferings and meri1ts ofthe
Isa1anıc Servant of the LOrd: SCC Miıttmann-Rıchert,chaeus: “Son of Abraham ”’; Evans, “Luke’s o0d Der UNNETLO des Gottesknechts: Jesaga 53 IM Lukasevan-Samarıtan nd the Chronicler’s 00d Samarıtans’; gelıum, (UUN 220 ( Tübingen: ohr 1EDECK; 2008Fuller, “Isa1ah 4(0):3-5 and Luke’s Understanding of the

VL  0 StenschkeWaılderness of John the Baptıst'; Fatına, “The Voilice
Bergneustadt, Germany AN Pretor1aof Northrop Frye Cryıng in the Wılderness: TIThe Myth-

makıng Function of Isa1ah 4():3 In Luke’s Annuncijation
of the Baptıst'; Huebenthal, 24:13-35, ()Ol= W  SEA >

.0 d K zl e
ective Memory, and Cultural EFrames: Donne, Hermeneutica Sacra: Studien U  - Auslegung“Greater than olomon Oralıty, Mnemonıi1cs, nd CrMD-
tural Narratıyvıizatıon ıIn uke’: ıtwak, ‘A Oat of der Heılıgen Schrıift ım UN:

Jahrhundert: Studies of the Interpretation ofMany Colours IThe Role of the Scriptures of Israel ın
Luke A Nolland, *TE I1ımes of the Natıons” nd A Holy Scrıipture ın the Sıxteenth an Seventeenth
Prophetic Pattern ın u ZUe: Perkins, KThe Fınger Centurıes
of Lukan Irony and Old Testament Allusi:on Torbjörn Johansson, obert Kolb, JohannNarratıve Strategy Luke 11720 and Exodus 8:19 | LXX
Ö: 1951 terling, Reader of the Anselm Steiger
and appenden, Aural Performance, Conceptual Hıstoria Hermeneutica: Serlies Studıia 9; Berlin New
ending, and Intertextuality: The (Non-)Use of CNP- York de Gruyter, 2010, V1 496 130
u In Luke 24 :45—48)° SBN 078-3- 023686-6

the nd of the introductory the editor COMN-
cludes SUMMARY

Ihe methodological implicatıons that CIMNCISC from This volume IS dedicated the interpretation of Holy
thıs collection ATIC cCOonsıstent with those that have been Scripture theoretical reflection and practical interpre-

tatıon during the eriods of the Reformation and Protes-presented In the introductions the PrevIOUS
volumes ON Mark and Matthew. What stands 1n tant orthodoxy. IT sketches how the Reformed inheritance
thıs volume 15 the varlıance ıIn methods, generally developed between the TdS of the Reformation and egin-
speakıng. everal contributors ATrC still CONTLENLT wıth, nıng Enlightenment and IC influences C dl be identi-
and continue find value ın the historical-critical ied From selected examples, the C5SdayS demonstrate the
approach IC applies tradıtiıonal comparatıve chances and |imits of hermeneutics during these epochs,
strategles In search of the best explanation of how IC| evangelical hermeneutics has always referred In
em  ed Scripture function ın Luke er exchanges with approaches fram the Enlightenment.
contributors have applied soclal-scientific theories ZUSAMMENFASSUNGın their analyses of the function of embedded
These tend NOT much understand the theologı- | )ieser Sammelband gilt der Auslegung der Heiligen Schrift
cal function ofE for Luke: but they In theoretischer Reflexion und praktischer Auslegung In
tend toward explainıng why en  ed TEXTS needed der Reformationszeit und während der protestantischen

be included Dy Luke IThe that AIC I  d rthodoxie Fr skizziert, WIE das diesbezügliche refor-
matorische Frbe zwischen Reformation und beginnenderated ATC NOT theologica ın the Christian I  „ but

sOCIo-relig10us ıIn u nd pomnt IO irectly Aufklärung entwickelt wurde und welche Einflüsse ]
the for meanıng an ıdentity formatıon that auszumachen sind | ıe Aufsätze zeigen gewählten Bel-
aln be expande beyond single relıgi0n, culture, spielen die Chancen, aber auch die renzen der Herme-
and time. As such they 110 ecadıly CHYAYZC ın all neutik dieser Epochen, auf die evangelikale Hermeneutik
interplay between description and prescription, fact In der Auseinandersetzung muit Ansätzen AUs der Aufklä-
nd meanıng, and TEeXT anı reader(s) (4/) 1ung iImmer wieder DBezug hat.
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